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A Study of the Accumulation of Business Intangibles and Tendency of
Strategic Alliance and Technology Development

Abstract:The paper examined how strategic alliances and R&D expenditures affect corporate longterm performance.Based on

reasonable assuming,it built demonstration model ,by means of demonstration analysis educe conclusions:when the corporations

took strategic alliance of non—involved stock, it would depress the value ,while if they took strategic alliance of involved stock it

world increase for long. Finally ,the study gave some and advice.

Key Words:Strategic Alliance; Technology R&D; Intangible Assets



